Appln. No. 10/646,551 

Response to Office Action dated 4/25/05 

REMARKS 

In a communication from the Examiner on April 25, 2005 the Examiner indicated 
that claims 1-20 were subject to a restriction requirement and also to a species election 
requirement. The Examiner put claims 1-16 into group I as being drawn to a spray 
nozzle and claims 17-20 in group II as drawn to a method of coating. The Examiner 
furthermore requested that the applicants elect a species either species I as shown in 
Figure 4 or species II as shown in Figure 5. The Examiner also stated that there were 
presently no generic claims in the application. 

Applicants attorney had a conference call with the Examiner on May 24, 2005 
regarding the referenced restriction requirement and election of species requirement. In 
this conversation it was acknowledged that the restriction requirement to groups I and II 
was a proper restriction requirement. Applicants attorney discussed claims 1-16 with the 
Examiner and the Examiner agreed that claims 1-10 were generic to both species I and II. 
The Examiner also agreed that dependent claims 11-16 were directed only to species II as 
shown in Figure 5. Despite acknowledging that there were several independent generic 
claims in the application the Examiner still insisted that Applicants elect a species. The 
Examiner stated that if species I were elected he would only examine claims 1-10, 
however, if species II were elected he would examine claims 1-16. Applicants attorney 
disagrees with the logic of the Examiner given that there are generic independent claims 
in the application as admitted by the Examiner, however, Applicants attorney confirms 
election of claims 1-16 as found in group I and election of species II which is covered by 
claims 1-16. 
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Appln. No. 10/646,551 

Response to Office Action dated 4/25/05 

It is believed that this application now is in condition for allowance. Further and 
favorable action is requested. 

The Patent Office is authorized to charge or refund any fee deficiency or excess to 
Deposit Account No. 08-2789. 



HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PC 




RANJiAi*2ZSa9EMAKER, REG. NO. 43,118 
HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PC 
39400 WOODWARD AVE., STE. 101 
BLOOMFIELD HILLS, MI 48304 
(248) 723-0425 



Certificate of Mailing Under 37 C.F.R. 1.10 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States 
Postal Service bearing Express Mail Label No: EV 612877247 US in an envelope 
addressed to: 

Mail Stop: AMENDMENT 
Commissioner for Patents 
PO BOX 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 

on May 25, 2005 

Rainie L. Mills 
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